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festations of schism, but it was never put into practice because of
the policy of the Procurator of the Holy Synod. Persecution was
particularly cruel for those who lured the Orthodox away from
their faith to schism, while the missionaries and clergy were
generously rewarded for converting Schismatics and Sectarians to
Orthodoxy. No wonder that in the census of 1897 the total number
of Sectarians and Schismatics registered 2,135,738 persons of both
sexes, when in fact by 1900 it must have reached 20,000,000 and by
1907, 25,000,000, considering the increase in population. In this cal-
culation the influence of propaganda has not been reckoned with,
although after the downfall of Pobedonostsev, early in 1903, it must
have grown considerably. On February 26, 1903, Emperor Nicho-
las II proclaimed freedom of conscience, and in the decree of
December 12,1904, under the pressure of public opinion, promised
a revision of legislation on the Schism. The Old Ritualists insisted
that this name should be substituted for the official designation of
Schismatics, that their parishes and places of worship should be
permitted to exist openly, and that those who, against their will,
had been registered in the official documents as Orthodox could
register their children as Old Ritualists. (Actually they evaded
registration: thus in 1889-1903, out of 29,431 Old Ritualist mar-
riages only 1,840 were registered, and of 131,730 births only 552
were entered in the books.) They fought for the right to conduct
their own primary schools, and protested against receiving religious
instruction from priests of the established church at secondary
schools. They also asked that their priests be exempted from miti-
tary service and that civil and military positions be open to their
laymen. With the decree of April 4,1905, the Old Ritualists were
given the right to this name and their position made equal to that
of the Catholics and Lutherans, whereas the Sectarians and es-
pecially the "particularly pernicious" sects obtained no privileges.
After the establishment of the Duma in 1906 the question of
religious toleration was subjected in this form to its jurisdiction.
The government intended to postpone the realization of religious
toleration, and it was obvious that the governmental committee, in
charge of this question, was inclined to curtail the practical ap-
plication of the principle. An unsatisfactory bill was presented by
the gc^ernment for the consideration of the Third Duma, but here